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Erika Leticia Rosales Fernandez, a native and citizen of Guatemala,

petitions for review of the Board of Immigration Appeds’ order summarily
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The pane unanimously finds this case suitable for decision without
oral argument. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).



affirming, without opinion, an immigration judge’'s (“1J’) order denying her
application for asylum and withholding of removal. We have jurisdiction pursuant
to 8 U.S.C. §1252. Wereview for substantial evidence, Pedro-Mateo v. INS

224 F.3d 1147, 1150 (9th Cir. 2000), and we deny the petition for review.

Rosal es Fernandez testified that her family received two anonymous
threatening letters and that unidentified men searched for her at her home. Neither
her testimony, nor any other evidence in the record, compels the conclusion that
Rosal es Fernandez was persecuted or would be persecuted, even in part, on
account of political opinion or any other protected ground. Seeid. at 1150
(recognizing that the burden is on the petitioner to demonstrate that persecution
occurred on account of an enumerated ground). Accordingly, substantial evidence
supports the |.J s determination that Rosales Fernandez did not establish that she
suffered past persecution or a well-founded fear of future persecution on account
of an enumerated ground.

Rosales Fernandez s fear that Guatemaa s generally unsafe is insufficient
to render her eligible for asylum. See Pedro-Mateo, 224 F.3d at 1151 (“To qualify
for asylum .. . an dien’s predicament must be appreciably different fromthe
dangers faced by the alien’s fellow citizens.”) (internal quotation and citation

omitted).



Because Rosales Fernandez failed to prove eligibility for asylum, she
necessarily failed to meet the more stringent standard for withholding of removal.
Seeid. at 1150.

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.



